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2. 


-The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 

Thl5£'!''T ]^ December 2003 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE 

PERIOD FOR RFPI Y [r.hPr.k Aithar a) h)] 

a) ^ The period for reply expires 2.months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b) □ Theperiodforreplyexpireson:(1)themaillngdateofthisAdvisory Action. or(2)thedatesetforthinthefinalrejectfo^ whicheverls later Inno 

706 07^^ '^^^'■^ ''"-^^ ^'"^""^ "^^NTHS OF THE FINAL REJECTION. See MPEP 

h.v« I'^^^'fT °L^'"!f r? ^f"*^ ^-^^^f^)- "^f^^ date on which the petition under 37 CFR 1 136(a) and the approoriate extension fee 

V u' T V ) the expiration date of the shortened statutory period for reply originally set In the final Office action- nr ('>\ a*^ ^^.t fnrth in 

ItTat— ^^^^^^^ 

^ ° ^' ^"^"^ °" • Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)). to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 
The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) KI they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) M they are not deemed to place the application in better fomi for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 

issues for appeal; and/or m y a 

(d) 13 they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: See Continuation Sheet. 
3.n Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

5M The a)n affidavit, b)^ exhibit, or c)iEI request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT 
« r-i -?! i^® application in condition for allowance because: See Continuation shf^^t 

6.U The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 

For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)^ will not be entered or b)^ will be entered and an 
explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected Is provided below or appended. 
The status of the claim(s) Is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: . 


Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 

8. n The drawing correction filed on isa)^ approved or b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. n Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). . 

10. Q Other: 


U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
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Ellzab^ M Cole 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit: 1771 


Advisory Action 


Part of Paper No. 0107 


U^mo^ (PTOL.303) Applfcation No. 

Continuation of 2. NOTE: The proposed amendment raises new issues by changing the scope of the claims by deleting the limitation 
that the first and second layers are bonded. . 


Continuation of 5. does NOT place the application In condition for allowance because: The arguments rely on the unentered 
amendmen . Additionally it is noted that it Is not required for the process of Kane to be bodily incorporated into the process of Arnold 
Arnold discloses a method of providing suitable integrity to a nonwoven fabric that it may be further processed. Arnold teaches that ' 
n/rll^r^ ""^^ fK other nonwoven fabrics to form multi-layered fabrics. Arnold teaches that the fabrics are particularly 

Smnln n "'"'f ^^^''^ '^y^^^ «°^P"s« <^rimped filaments. Kane teaches that ^ 

rr^n Ji I'^^^f "ts may be formed by forming a layer of crimpable fibers and then heat activating the latent crimp in order to form the 
^ L7r^mn.H T',^ ^he claims as currently presented do not require that crimped layer either be formed directly on the first layer or that 
IIhTk . f ^ ? A firs layer. The claim require forming a first nonwoven layer having sufficient integrity to withstand high 
f e s K^nelea iftN. f^'f '1' f ^'^'"^ ^^^"'^^^ a lofty second layer having crimped homofilament 

th^^^^^^ f^^ ^T""^^^ ^"^^ ^^^"^ particularly lofty. The claim then requires that the second layer be 

IT r I ^ ^^^^^"^ ^ temperature flow rate and traversal rate sufficient to heat set the crimps of the fibers without 
J^^nnH ' "'^'^l^f/^^i^a °^ relaxation Of the fibers. Again Kane teaches this step. Finally, the claim requires bonding the heat set 

laverfmrL^hlnfH ['Vh 'r^''^"* '*''.*^":u ' '"^^^^^^ *° ^'9^ ^P^^'* ^^'^ ^ates. Arnold teaches that additional 

wnl efore It is the examiner's position that the combination of the teachings of Arnold and Kane 

would have led one of ordinary skill in the art to employ the loft nonwoven fabric of Kane as one of the nonwoven layers In Arnold 
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